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PER CURI AM

Dari o DeJesus Perez pled guilty to conspiracy to possess
with intent to distribute a quantity of cocai ne and cocai ne base
(crack), 21 U S.C. & 846 (2000) (Count One), and conspiracy to
commt noney |aundering, 18 U S.C A 8§ 1956(h) (West Supp. 2004).
He received a sentence of 135 nonths inprisonnment. Perez appeals
his sentence,” arguing that the district court plainly erred in
permtting his attorney to wthdraw his objections to the
presentence report. W affirm

Perez initially objected to the 150 kil ograns of cocai ne
attributed to hi mas rel evant conduct in the presentence report and

tothe lack of a mnor role adjustnent. U.S. Sentencing Guidelines

Manual 88 2D1.1(c)(1), 3B1.2 (1998). At the sentencing hearing, he
wi t hdrew his objections and stipulated to the drug anount and rol e
attributed to him The governnent in turn withdrew its objection
to the application of the safety valve provision. USSG
8§ 2D1.1(b)(6). The district court then adopted the presentence
report.

On appeal, Perez contends that the district court plainly
erredinfailing to establish the facts underlying the stipul ation.

Because no i ssue was di sputed, the district court was free to adopt

"After Perez filed a notion under 28 U. S.C. § 2255 (2000), the
district court vacated and reinstated the judgnent to permt hima
timely appeal. See United States v. Peak, 992 F.2d 39, 42 (4th
Cr. 1993).




t he recommended findings in the presentence report w thout further

inquiry, United States v. Terry, 916 F.2d 157, 162 (4th Cr. 1990),

and did not err in doing so. United States v. Wllianms, 29 F.3d

172, 174-75 (4th Cir. 1994) (stipulation resolved drug anount
i ssue). Mor eover, the governnent explained that its information
concerning Perez’s involvenent in the conspiracy arose from
W retapped conversations of other conspirators. Sonme of the
conversations were with Perez and sone were about him The
government also relied on statenents |ater provided by certain
conspirators. Perez did not challenge the accuracy or reliability
of the governnent’s information

We therefore affirmthe sentence i nposed by the district
court. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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